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KULWINDER JIT SINGH PARHAR,

                    Petitioner,

   v.

ERIC H. HOLDER, Jr., Attorney General,

                    Respondent.
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Agency No. A027-563-285

MEMORANDUM  
*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the

Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted September 14, 2009**  

Before: SILVERMAN, RAWLINSON, and CLIFTON, Circuit Judges.

Kulwinder Jit Singh Parhar, a native and citizen of India, petitions for

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order denying his motion to

reconsider.  Our jurisdiction is governed by 8 C.F.R. § 1252.  We dismiss in part
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and deny in part the petition for review.

We lack jurisdiction to review Singh Parhar’s ineffective assistance of

counsel claim because he failed to raise that issue before the BIA and thereby

failed to exhaust his administrative remedies.  See Puga v. Chertoff, 488 F.3d 812,

815-16 (9th Cir. 2007); Liu v. Waters, 55 F.3d 421, 426 (9th Cir. 1995).

In his opening brief, Singh Parhar fails to address, and therefore has waived

any challenge to, the BIA’s determination that his motion to reconsider failed to

identify an error of fact or law in its previous order dismissing the underlying

appeal.  See Martinez-Serrano v. INS, 94 F.3d 1256, 1259-60 (9th Cir. 1996).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED in part; DENIED in part.


